THIS OPINION WAS NOT WRITTEN FOR PUBLICATION 

The opinion in support of the decision being entered today (1) 
was not written for publication in a law journal and (2) is not 
binding precedent of the Board. 
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FINAL ORDER 

This application has been returned to us for final decision 
following action by the examiner on the appellants' amendment 
filed August 12, 1996 (Paper No. 23). Based upon the examiner's 
communication mailed July 23, 1997 (Paper No. 24), the 
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appellants' amendment overcomes the rejection entered by the 
Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences under 37 CFR § 1.196(b) 
and all of the rejections affirmed by the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences in its decision of August 8, 1996 (Paper No. 
21), except for the examiner's rejection of claims 17 through 19 
under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, based on the recitation 
"dimensioned to substantially cover the area." 

In the light of the foregoing, we hereby enter an order 
making final our decision dated August 8, 1996, affirming the 
examiner's rejection of claims 17 through 19 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 112, second paragraph, on the basis of the above-quoted 
language, reference being made to the paragraph bridging pages 15 
and 16 of our decision. We note for the record in doing so that 
we have considered the portion of the decision of the Federal 
Circuit in York Products , Inc. V. Central Tractor which was 
commended to our attention by the appellants in Paper No. 26. 

The time for seeking judicial review of this decision in 
accordance with 35 U.S.C. § 141 or 37 CFR § 145 runs from the 
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mailing date of this order, and may not be extended under 37 CFR 
§ 1.136(b). See 37 CFR § 1.304(a). 



FINAL ORDER 




IRWIN CHARLES COHEN 
Administrative Patent Judge 
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